Introduction
What do children have to do with the history of education? This might sound like a provoking question -of course children are relevant to the history of education, and of course education is essential for the constructions of childhoods. This special issue sets out to explore how marginalized children, as subjects within the field of history of education and childhood, challenge methodological and ethical considerations within historical research.
In an editorial in the 2004 History of Education, the then newly appointed editors of the journal Joyce Goodman and Jane Martin set out to define the field of history of education by reviewing 'the concerns and concepts which have dominated both general issues and special issues in the 32 years since the journal was founded.'
1 Their review revealed the broad empirical interests as well as the range of theoretical and methodological approaches that had been evident in the journal, but they also highlighted neglected topics. The linkage between family, education and work was identified as one such neglected thread of research. This means that at least 4.5 per cent of the publications in this journal encompass the word child in their titles. Analysing these 32 articles more in depth, we can detect a slightly increasing trend: in very recent years, children have been the focus of the articles more often than before. However, for the most part the articles consist of book reviews. 3 This suggests that children are no strangers to history of education, but neither are they at the centre of this field.
History of education or history of childhood?
The results of our survey are revealing concerning the academic fields defined as history of education and history of childhood. These two research fields have developed hand-in-hand, and are so close to one another that it is unclear whether we should talk about one shared field or two distinct fields of academic research. Methodologically, we may assume history of education and history of childhood to be shared fields: both deal with similar questions concerning historical sources, methods of analysis and research-ethical problems. On the other hand, however, there are differences in approaches and research interests. The concept 'history of childhood' directs attention to children as the main subject of research, whereas 'history of education' suggests an approach in which childhood is viewed in the context of education. Some researchers identify themselves as historians of education, whereas others feel more comfortable with history of childhood. The latter concept is more commonly used in the discipline of history, whereas the concept of history of education is more common in the pedagogics. The Swedish historian
Bengt Sandin was one of the first to stress the interlinkage between history of childhood and history of education, studying how children and families themselves utilized the educational Would this suggest that children are marginalized in the field of history of education?
We would not agree with this; a brief analysis of the titles we have provided here does not do justice to a vivid and fluent field that publishes in several journals, conferences and books.
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However, we do believe history of childhood would have more to offer -not only for history of education, but for history in general. Incorporating children and their experiences and perspectives in the study of history has the potential to challenge both our understanding of past societies and ideas, as well as ethical and methodological considerations.
Methodological tools for studying marginalized children
All the articles in this special issue deal with children and young people who have been young people, whose voices have seldom been heard in the mainstream histories. In the articles of this special issue, we seek to find different methodological tools for studying these children and the different institutional practices that have marginalized them. Secondly, we seek to identify methodological and ethical dilemmas that need to be taken into account when studying histories of children who have been living in the margins of past societies, or those who have left only fragmentary traces in the existing historical records and archives. These issues include, for example, practices related to naming and labelling historical subjects, problems of interpreting fragmentary sources produced by controlling authorities, and difficulties in aiming for child-centred perspectives.
By addressing these issues, we wish to create a discussion about the methodological Methodological and ethical concerns lay at the very heart of the project, as 'sexual abuse' is a fairly recent concept that previous categories of 'sexual offence' did not entirely encompass.
The research team examined criminal justice statistics, newspaper press reports on cases that today could be termed child sexual abuse, as well as archival material. In their article they it. 11 The notion of children's agency 12 also became an important principle in historical studies.
This has resulted in a range of important works in which children and young people have been introduced in history of childhood, 13 recently also in history of education 14 , in their own right rather than simply as passive objects of educational institutions, etc. However, opening historical perspectives to the agency of children of the past is more than challenging if the traces of their actions and the echoes of their voices have already disappeared, and there are no children available to interview or observe. What is often left for historians are adult memoirs and the scarce sources produced by children that have only occasionally been preserved in the archives.
Criticism of over-simplistic notions of children's agency has increased in recent years.
There is a growing awareness that it is impossible, even for contemporaries, to grasp something we can claim to be 'authentic' or 'genuine', and that it is highly problematic to disclose the agency of children and young people without imposing certain kinds of agency upon them. 15 This is a conversation in which historians of education and childhood need to be The truth commissions and inquiries into historical child abuse constitute a fairly new phenomenon of the so-called politics of apology, which have previously been a political tool for coming to terms with gross violations of human rights in the past associated with dictatorship, colonialism, war crimes, the Holocaust, etc. 20 Historians of education, children and childhood need to be aware of this development since it politicizes our areas of research and puts marginalized children at the centre of concern. Since the 1990s institutions for outof-home care, and foster care to a limited extent, have received political attention in at least 19 countries, due to accusations of abuse. In contrast to earlier times, when children's accusations of abuse were conceptualized by the police as individual complaints, for example, institutional abuse has come to be identified as a social problem that needs to be investigated and acted upon. 21 A common response for governments has been to establish truth commissions or inquiries, investigating the past through interviews or oral hearings with victims and other witnesses, as well as critically examining case records and other available data, as described by Sköld in her article. Even though the focus has been on institutions for children in out-of-home care, recent developments in Australia and the UK, as described by
Bingham et al., indicate that schools as well as afternoon and sport clubs are also identified as sites of historical abuse.
These developments have implications for the concepts used, as they reflect identity struggles amongst various groups of formerly abused children -now adults, seeking redress and recognition. Those who have experienced historical child abuse are often labelled victims or survivors. However, the term 'victim' can have negative associations as it can imply weakness and passivity. But as Kjersti Ericsson has pointed out, vulnerability and weakness, together with the strength to claim victimhood, are prerequisites for 'ideal victims' to have their suffering publicly recognized and acted upon. 22 The concept of the 'survivor', on the other hand, implies both the passage of time and the strength to overcome the experiences of abuse. In relation to historical child abuse, the survivor is an adult who was once a victim of child abuse. As Carol Brennan has put it, '"Survivor" status has to be earned, but the word can imply that one must not succumb but instead should triumph over adversity, an unwelcome burden for many.' 23 In addition, not all victims survive, which furthermore complicates the term. 'Care leaver' is yet another concept that has been used. This concept strictly focuses on former residents of out-of-home care, in contrast to 'victim' or 'survivor', which can be attributed to anyone who has suffered historical child abuse in any kind of institution. 24 Since the most recent inquiries in Australia and the UK focus on sexual abuse that occurred in many types of institutions rather than only in out-of-home care, this might have consequences for the symbolic meanings of concepts so important in the struggle for identity amongst various groups. 
